2i0                  Panchapadika

So far we have assumed the existence of the prabha.
The prabha of the 'padmaraga' and other genes is without
a ground. But it is apprehended when we cognise them.
On the other hand redness is in the crystal and is cognised
as such. It has a ground.

The redness cognised in the crystal is conditioned by
the flower which is near by. Likewise there is the uparaga
of the ahankara in the self. Since the self is conditioned
by the ahankara we treat the self as the agent etc. Thus
the self and the antahkarana so interpenetrate into one
another that they are welded into a single unity. This is
called a knot; and ahankara is spoken of as the ^granthi'
(knot)".

Objection : 'Kartritva' (agent-hood) is a property
of ahankara. Is there only a superimposition of this pro-
perty on the self ? Or does there arise anew. but false, pro-
perty in the self ? If it is the former, the illustration of the
red crystal will be of no use, and there will be the admiss-
ion of anyatha khyati. If it is the latter there will be a trug
katritva besides a false kartritva, and both these will have
to appear.

Repiy : It is not a property of the ahankara alone
that 'is superimposed on the self. That which is superims-
posed is the ahankara along with its properties. Henc^
there is mithyatva and we do not have anyathakhyati. Fur-
ther the example is taken only to imply that in the presence
of one object, there appears a mithya dharma in another.
Only this much is to be taken from the example. Or, we can
accept that there are two Kartritvas. But since there is only
one dharmi, there is no apprehension of the difference bet-
ween these two kartritvas.